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Golden Spread Electric Cooperative Inc. (“Golden Spread”) files these limited and narrow
Exceptions to the Proposal for Decision (“Exceptions™). On May 26, 2020, the State Office of
Administrative Hearings (“SOAH”) Administrative Law Judges (“ALIJs”) issued a Proposal for
Decision (“PFD”) in this proceeding. Golden Spread appreciates the work and efforts of the ALJs
in preparing the PFD. The deadline for filing exceptions is June 11, 2020; therefore, this pleading
is timely filed. In support of its Exceptions, Golden Spread respectfully submits the following for

the Commission’s consideration and adoption.

I. INTRODUCTION

Golden Spread appreciates the SOAH ALIJs’ careful review and consideration of the record
evidence, which is comprehensively detailed and fully cited in the PFD. Golden Spread does not
dispute the ALI’s uitimate finding that the Southwestern Electric Power Company (“SWEPCO”)
application with the Public Utility Commission of Texas (“*Commission™) to amend its Certificate
of Convenience and Necessity (“CCN”) to acquire an interest in three wind generation facilities
(“Project”) in Oklahoma (“Application”) should be denied. Golden Spread respectfully excepts
only with respect to three issues of the multitude of issues covered by the PFD. Specifically,
Golden Spread excepts: (1) to the portions of the PFD regarding the Commission’s ability to
consider congestion and transmission costs in a CCN proceeding even though they are included in
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC™)-approved Southwest Power Pool (“SPP”)
Open Access Transmission Tariff (“OATT"”), (2) to the portions of the PFD appearing to place the

burden on intervenors to prove SWEPCO’s proposal may inflict potential harms on proximate
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in preparing the PFD. The deadline for filing exceptions is June 11, 2020; therefore, this pleading
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